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Subject: EPA Comments 0~ D~a~ #3 of San Joaquin River Water QualiW Problems

Rick:

Unfortunately we didn’t have sufficient time at the PCT meeting on 5/14 to discuss the Draft paper
titled "CALFED Bay-Delta Program Role and Policy with Respect to San Joequin River Water Quality
Problems" dated ’May 6, 1997. I am assuming that this paper will be on the agenda for the 6/1 1

In the meantime, ! wanted to convey to you EPA’s comments on this revised dra~ paper. I am
faxing to you a marked up version of the ~ r~ff~tir~ FPA.’_= ~_o_w)m~13tS. Th_e bulk of our
comments are self-explanatory and relatively minor. However, there are a few items that merit
highlighting here and, perhaps, future discussion.

’: i ¯ In the current draft of the paper, it states that "...CALFED will encourage consideration of
~./~ various mechanisms for removing salts from the Valley..." (page 3, sixth bullet). The phrase

, " "removing s=dts frOm the Valley" should be deleted. EPA cannot support the exportation of salt
. ! load~ from the San Joaquin Valley tO another geographic area. CALFED should support and

,; ~\ ¯ promote in-valley solution~ that will ~ salt loads and not just transfer these wastes
~ elsewhere. In fact, the promotion of out-of-valley disposal is inconsistent with CALFED’s

solution principles (specifically the principal that states "...solutions will not solve problems in
the Bay-Delta system by redirecting significant negative impacts...within the Bay-Delta or to
other regions of California").

.\ ~"    ¯ The language in the first paragraph on page 3 describing Regional Board activities should be
~ checked by Board staff to ensure its accuracy,

’.J ~’:e Finally, bullets ~, and 5 on page should reference the Grasslands Bypass Use Agreement and

, \ ~,,~ . Oversight Committee, respectively.

.~ ~,7~.~ .,, ’ In general, I think you have done a good job of trying to incorporate our comments and I appreciate
your effort= to do so. However, I think we’ve reached the point wh~re there are some key issues
(and perhaps conflicts in agency policies and programs) that need to be identified and discussedby
the CALFED agencies.

As always, we appreciate the opportunity to comment on this draft. I would like "~o discuss ~his
paper and our comments with you before the June PCT meeting. I will, however, be out of the
office until June 9th; I will try to reach you then.
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